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L'anr John, 


Bick hns Eon-n r.e copies of hi? 5/10 letter to you end his 5/21 
awno. To coy the t 1 concur la tc any nothing# for his perception ard. knowledge in 
these matters eo greatly exceed ;nine. I would, hcrerover, like to ode! cone oaphaeis 
for other reasons r.r.d tc> suggest a context, fspocinlly bocmitfe I o.qree with Dick’s 
(elao non-legal) opinion on what con help your cose. 

% 

Frozior testified that there ?houl! have bo^n markings on tho hood 
of the cartridges* IIo knew they hod to b? there. Ke covered himself in cno ways: 
ho told the CosrdL anion this and he equivocated in tho rest of whet he said, not saying 
that absolutely there •rare nr* guc!i rv-jfirfnc^f hut thr t he di cot n^*t: any* This is 
culpable, givm iilj competence, hia function, his experience os on export *r.d e 
witness and the nature of the inquiry. 

In onyt Ing y-u do with him, I strongly recommend refeonce to hie 
New Orleans testimony (or xaq it Fhoneyfel t ’ »? ) , whorr the testimony ia that ho/tha 
FBI did not seek any solutions# tjqy answers to cny problem o, did not inquire into 
whot hssd to ha inquired into# for Le/they restricted hliugolf/theneelf to responding 
to instructions, nothing elue. ^hi:; teztineny was in response to a eroaa-exaoinetlon 
question on had ha lbjkei for cthur possible sources of the shooting. 

Frazier’s evi lance cannot be trusted, I think you ohopld claim, because 
of this nn.l because ho consistently foiled to present the required ballistics «nd 
related evidrnce, an> ??ith tko presence of residues on 399 end the fragments and the 
failure to te*t those residues t? discover their nature end origin ( rsi T SW Aril ) . 

:iis cvjIoucg also should not be trusted boewee to ms willing to qiw? That he had to 
knoa “7CS incompetent hence deceptive testimony, as • 1th th* spectrogrophic "iirlysia of 
the sane bullet uni fragments Is^ae source), where ho testified neroly that, they were 
lord, which Tibi- net leoo then a wilful deception, given his came background end 
position. 

I think you should go effcer Frszler/tba FBI directly and ea hard us 
possible, wit -i he* vy uae of the tvsilable X .0 • teet-iimcny. It is appropriate in r,ay 
reoueet for any of the ^vilcnce on the shots, I think necessary, onl <3 direct attack 
on the 1 tagrity of hi A eriuenc e end those presenting and interpreting it is n**v.:ed 
to destroy tic act rial presented agtl net you by the gownnaoiit. Without it thore is 
too good o chance the judge will as: 2 UM the FBI is to b? trustee# hence you xr> *d not 
have the evldenao becouso y cu ha vs their word, I tai:\k it is al3o vital to okj'jw it 
impossible for the Judga to have an out if Ue ia disposed to rule against you or is 1 
friendly and well-disposed to the government. Federal Judges have ranch to do with tho FBI. 

I do plan to deul with this nod similar thiega in handlin' th? frameup 
in aC.iOT 02V.ABD, which need not Influence you at all. However, this will make me 
even moro inter eted in onytning you may do with it. I hope you do# and with success. 

•"inceroly. 


Herr>li "cist erg 
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